City Council
Regular Meeting
Tuesday, May 16, 2006
7:00 P.M.

The regularly scheduled meeting of the Trinity CityCouncil was held on Tuesday, May 16 2006
at the Trinity Memorial United Methodist Church.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Mayor Frances Andrews, Council members Karen Bsd&éil Brown, Barbara Ewings,
Bob Labonte, Barry Lambeth, Dwight Meredith, Edrbddick, and Miles Talbert.

MEMBERS ABSENT: None

OTHERS PRESENT: City Manager Ann Bailie; City Attorney, Bob Wilhgi€City Planning/Zoning Administrator,
Adam Stumb; City Clerk/FO, Debbie Hinson; City Emggr Randy McNeill; Members of the Press; and other
interested parties.

Call to Order
Mayor Andrews called the May 16, 2006 Regular Megtf the Trinity City Council to order at 7:07 pm.

Pledge of Allegiance
Mayor Andrews led the Pledge of Allegiance.

Invocation
The invocation was given by Council member Lambeth.

Welcome Guest and Visitors
Mayor Andrews welcomed and thanked all personstandance and for their interest in the City.

Review and Approval of Minutes
1. April 11, 2006 Pre-agenda Meeting
2. April 18, 2006 Regular City Council Meeting

Mayor Andrews opened this item and advised Couneinbers that these minutes could be consideredrand
motion made for all minutes.

Motion by Council member Lambeth to approve the Afdrl, 2006 and April 18, 2006 Minutes as written,
seconded by Council member Bridges and approvednimausly by all Council members present.

Public Concerns and Commendations

Citizens are invited to address the City Councihmatters that areot scheduled as public hearin@peakers must
sign up to speak prior to meetingwhen the Mayor calls your name, please stepddetttern and state your name
and address for the record; remarks are limitedionutes/speaker; speakers are encouraged ta aedpokesperson
if several people plan to make similar poiriBolicy adopted 2/17/04)

Comments Concerning ltem 7
Terry Riddick, 4194 Oak Haven, Trinity; Mr. Riddick discussed the tour taken by the Landddgpment
Committee and others to look at development optibasTrinity may want to consider. He discusdealttaffic
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generated from some of the higher density develogsria comparison to what Trinity has. He asked @ouncil
consider the distinctive qualities in Trinity aradtold on to them and not trade them away for deleselopment.

David Talbert, 7110 NC Highway 62, Trinity; Mr. Talbert advised Council members that he wdilel to address
the Rezoning issue in Item # 7 on behalf of himasl resident as well as a Pastor on behalf oftreemof the
Trinity Memorial United Methodist Church. Pastalert discussed traffic generated from the locatibthe
schools in this vicinity and the dangers that tusld pose for all persons that traveled this road.

Comments Concerning ltem 12

Martha Ogle, 4227 Hopewell Church Road, Trinity; Ms.Ogle discussed petitions that she had genesateé dhe
number of signatures that were on each one indidate many people in Trinity were opposed to adteck
Ordinance in Trinity. It was her feeling that pémphould not have severe restrictions placed emtim regards to
their livestock since most of Trinity was ruralheSasked Council to think strongly about this cleasigce there were
other places to live for those that were not anipsadple. Ms. Ogle discussed her contact with titye a2
Thomasville and the City of High Point concernihgit Ordinances on livestock.

Gloria Gilbert, 5790 Joan Drive, Trinity; Ms. Gilbert advised Council that she was not opgdseanimals in the
right place; however she was against farm aninmadsriesidential neighborhood. She discussed dyfainait had
moved into her neighborhood that had 4 goats aladtthem in the front yard. Ms Gilbert expredsedfeelings
concerning this type of animals located in a radidéneighborhood.

Carrie McNeill; Ms. McNeill agreed with Ms. Ogle.

Michele Bowman, 5686 Wagoner Road, TrinityMs. Bowman discussed her experience as a Reallainity
concerning request about animals. She statediieahad never been advised that any person wantedvte to
Trinity because there were no animals. She discu®e number of residents that were opposed tOttmance
change and in favor of continuing to allow livestoc

Andrea Wrightson, 4498 Jerry Street, Trinity; Ms. Wrightson stated she was in the location wiigieissue began.
She discussed information that she had receivedetnimg a decrease in property values. She disdussr tax
appraisal value in comparison to the home locaged @oor to her. This does not include the livektor the
completion of construction of their barn. She d&sed her feelings concerning the amount of tirme@wouncil had
spent on this issue that she felt should have haadled between neighbors. She discussed thesipsergiously
addressed by her neighbors previously and statadiby were null. She also expressed her dislikbe fact that
changes were being reviewed that would encompasaritire City.

Tony Dennis, 4431 Meadowbrook View Road, TrinityMr. Dennis discussed the horse he owned and theat
this horse played in his neighborhood. He disaid®av his horse was enjoyed by the children imieighborhood.
He discussed the 5 acre proposal and stated ihiwdselings this requirement was excessive. Hed€ouncil to
consider limiting the number of animals alloweddzhen the acreage (1 animal per acre). It wakeklsg if the
number of animals were controlled based on the atmiacreage it would address the problem.

Opening Comments from Members of Council
None

Reports/Funding Request

3. Report and funding request for Randolph County Seror Adults Association (Candie Rudzinski,
Executive Director)

After this item was opened by Mayor Andrews, MrdRimski advised Council that she was requestin§@®for FY
06-07 from the city of Trinity, which was the saaication as requested for the past 2 years.

She advised Council that although these funds suelly not designated for a specific purpose, theunt requested
covers the cost of purchasing home delivered nfeatsn average of 14 clients for 240 serving dayohe year at a
cost of $2.83 per meal.

Motion to approve the request for $9,509 by Coumoiémber Talbert seconded by Council member Ewingd a
approved unanimously by all Council members present
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Randolph County Business Center/Incubator Presentadn and Request (Beverly Nelson, President,
Archdale-Trinity Chamber of Commerce)

Ms. Nelson advised Council that she was here tegmtenformation and make a request on the busineabator.
She discussed the background of the incubatongt#iat there were 1,000 incubators in North Anzeend 4,000
world wide and 32 in North Carolina. At some pd886 of existing small business owners have usedcator
service. Incubators can offer basic business stigpgal advice, human resources support, cotvespecific service
providers, networking and training seminars, andesactually offer manufacturing space. A feadip#itudy was
completed by UNCG to determine if Randolph Courttyld support an incubator. The recommendatiods an
conclusions from this study indicated that Randdalunty possesses the necessary community supmbrtesed for
the services offered by a small business incubtiastablish a small business incubator as a nofit-p01-C3
organization, create one (1) organization structune split facilities in Asheboro and Archdale-Tymn

The proposal that | am presenting to Council iagply for a CDBG Grant through the Rural Centerolhill allow
a mixed use incubator, with anchor tenants, amdal $usiness center. The deadline for the

Pre-application is May 19, 2006. The applicantinmgsa city with a building to house the incubatnd 2 CDBG
Hearings must be held, one prior to May 19, 2006e City of Trinity has already met that requiremefihe City
may not receive more that 1.25 million funds in ¢heyear and can not be an entitlement commuritynds can
only be used to build a facility, renovate, or kasbuilding.

This is an opportunity for the City of Trinity taugport the creation and expansion of small busjrtesget funds that
do not have to be matched, partner with Archdadad®lph County and Randolph Community College ¢éate the
first County Incubator. The Grant application viiél prepared by the Chamber with a consultant sautt gvriter
hired by Randolph Community College. This is asoopportunity to bring some outside agencies tthéale-
Trinity.

Because there is a building in Archdale that maynlaele available we will file the Pre-Applicationtime name of
Archdale. Randolph County EDC has created a fdim#hat can serve as the financial administrafdhe funds.

| am asking Council’'s permission to pursue the i@pfibn with the City of Trinity as an applicantafbuilding site
becomes available in the City. If we make the fitrg and move forward in the Grant process andimaea building
that is appropriate in the City of Trinity the Ru€enter would allow us to switch the applicantfrésrchdale to
Trinity.

There was a brief discussion between Ms. NelsonGandhcil members concerning how this might creatapetition
for existing businesses. Ms. Nelson advised Catinai local businesses benefited because incubatinesses
become their clients.

Motion by Council member Talbert to approve the tegst to pursue the Pre-Application, seconded by Gal
member Ewings and approved unanimously by all Coilmeembers present.

5. Request by Tri-County Amateur Radio Club to allow wse of City property on June 24 and 25, 2006 for
annual 24-hour preparedness drill (John Loflin)

John Loflin, member of the Tri-County Radio Clulgyuested permission to use City property on Jun@2@d6 from
9:00 am to 9:00 pm to complete a 24 hour natusssier preparedness drill.

After discussing the importance and need for e tof training,Council member Ewings made a motion to
approve the request, seconded by Council memberddigh and approved unanimously by all Council membe
present.

6. Wastewater Projects Update (Randy McNeill, Davidlartin-Powell & Associates.)

Mr. McNeill discussed and reviewed the Wastewatejdets Update with Council.

After the review, Council members and Mr. McNeikelssed the extension granted to Terry’s Plumbmthe
Colonial Heights Project as well as the lengthimitneeded to finish the project. Mr. McNeill agiil Council the
contractor was responsible for any extra costdiitethe city since February. Also discussed veaspaints

received by Council from residents in regards toutility and cable lines and the lack of respoasd attitude
projected to the citizens when questions were askéd McNeill advised Council that the sewer liwas extremely
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deep in that area however the contractor must reaktact with appropriate persons for repair. McN@éill advised
Council the inspector will follow up with the prag owners in an effort to address this issue.

Procedural Business
7. Rezoning request #706-03, to rezone property locateat Braxton Craven Rd., further identified as
Randolph County tax parcel number 7708710649.

Request is to rezone the property from R-40 (Residéal) to HC (Highway Commercial). Property is
owned by Walter Ashe.(Public Hearing was held at April 18 Council Meetin)

Mr. Stumb advised Council this tract consistedpdraximately 4 % acres and was owned by Walter AShe
current zoning for this property is R40 and theuesied change is to rezone to Highway Commercalatows a
number of commercial uses.

This request was reviewed by the Planning/ZoningrB@mn March 28, 2006 and voted to recommend dehials
request 4 to 3 with 1 member being absent frormtbeting. In addition staff also recommended deofisthis
request.

Motion by Council member Ewings to not approve theguest at this time based on the traffic flowclaof sewer
and other matters that may hinder, seconded by Cadumember Meredith

The vote was 4 Aye and 4 Nay. Mayor Andrews briiestie vote by voting to deny the request.
Voting to Deny the Request

Council members Ewings, Meredith, Lambeth, and Latbe, tie breaking vote Mayor Andrews
Voting not to Deny the Request

Council members Bridges, Brown, Reddick, and Talber

Public Hearings*

8. Special Use Request #SPU06-03. Request from Mid &tltic Development Group to allow Townhomes.
Property is located on Unity St., further identified as Randolph County tax parcel 6787945980 and &ted
within Colonial Village development

Mayor Andrews opened the Public Hearing and advikesge speaking for or against the request to loersim by the
clerk prior to speaking.

Mr. Stumb advised Council this SU Request was teelbg approximately 42 townhomes (168 units) cdimgjof 4
double units and 2 single on property located aldniy Street. This development is a part of tlwdoGial Village
Subdivision and consists of approximately 15 Y2scfis property was rezoned to a special zonisgidi (Trin-
Thom) on August 25, 2004. General Zoning in thesads R40 to the south and east. Also locatedisrsubdivision
is highway commercial and higher density residéhigside the commercial and adjoining this develepim There is
a wet detention pond in the southern portion of gioperty and will be built as part of this deyetent as well as
part of the single family development.

There will be a 20 foot landscaping buffer. AstpErthe entire development in this area a turamg is being
constructed approximately the entire length ofdbeelopment along Unity Street. The developgtasning on
placing traditional lighting that will be spaced®® 300 feet apart according to the City Lightgdinance. The
common area will be maintained by the Homeowneogiation and will include the ponds, and streets.

Because this is a SU Permit (quasi-judicial) tHadings of fact must be met in addition to spextite design
standards discussed earlier.

There was discussion between Council members an&tmb concerning street maintenance and theo§ithe
extra lane. Mr. Stumb advised Council the streg¢iidhe maintained by Homeowners Association. Ftreets will
be 25 feet in width which will be a little less théne state requirements for a public street. histtime we do not
know what the thickness of the streets will be sitie construction designs are not available. tliireng lane that
will be installed will be similar to the lanes orSBUHighway 311 and will allow traffic to turn bothays.

Speaking for the request:

Jim Lanik - Mr. Lanik, Attorney with Roberson, Hayworth anddse representing Mid Atlantic Development Group.
Mark Swartz president of this company passed ooddats to Council. Mr. Lanik asked Mr. Swartzatidress the
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last question asked by Council members regardiegtteets. This is a down zoning from apartmentsless dense,
more residential, upscale twin home developmethies€ units are brick and stone construction arégmvill start at
$225,000.00.

Mark Swartz: Mr. Swartz advised Council that he had severahefsame developments in surrounding areas of
Jamestown, Greensboro, and Asheboro. The enginseadly require an 8” base with 2" asphalt covertny the
streets. The streets will also have curb and gut#. Swartz advised Council the unit’s size wbatart at 1,870
square feet. We offer options for bonus rooms withiadd approximately 450 square feet as web@s rooms that
add an additional 200 square feet.

Speaking in opposition to the request:

Terry Riddick, 4194 Oak Haven Dr., Trinity: Mr. Riddick discussed the 25 foot street widtltamjunction with
the size of trucks (garbage and fire) and the abstns that would be caused when cars were parkdbe street
side

Timothy Scott Riddick 241 Council Ridge Drive, Winston Salem: Mr. Riddadvised Council that he owned
property in Trinity but currently lived in Winstddalem and was a Patrol Officer for Winston Saléte. stated that
he was neither opposed or in favor of this develapnbut did ask Council to consider a speed liedtuction in this
area in an effort to prevent accidents.

Jim Lanik- Attorney for Mr. Swartz- Mr. Lanik addiged the entrance of the development and advisedoohat
the entrance to the development was moved down thhenbend to address the issue discussed by My Retdick.
There will be a deceleration lane as well for theance.

With no others speaking Mayor Andrews closed thigliPddearing and called for staff recommendations.

Staff Recommendation Site Plan presented meets the specific desigmslatds for townhome development and
staff recommends approval. In addition the Plagioning Board recommended approval as well.

Motion by Council member Talbert made a motion tpove the Special Use Request based upon the féur
findings of fact as listed and conditioned upon tlssumption of the drainage pond by the propertynew
seconded by Council member Meredith and approvednimously by all Council members present.
Findings of Fact
a) thatthe use or development is located, designeu, proposed to be operated so as to maintain or
promote the public health, safety, and general veed;

b) that the use or development complies with all reqai regulations and standards of this ordi-
nance and with all other applicable regulations;

c) thatthe use or development is located, designeu, proposed to be operated so as not to
substantially injure the value adjoining or abuttmproperty, or that the use or development is a
public necessity; and

d) thatthe use or development will be in harmony witke area in which it is to be located and
conforms with the general plans for the land useddevelopment of City of Trinity and its
environs.

8A. Special Intensity Allocation requesino public hearing)

Mayor Andrews opened this item to Council for disgion and or action.

Motion by Council member Bridges to approve the sipéintensity allocation for 38% built upon areaseconded
by Council member Brown and approved unanimouslydllyCouncil members present.

9. Rezoning request #Z06-01CZ, to rezone propertptated at Collett Farm Rd., further identified as
Randolph County tax parcel numbers 6797663725, 67837381 and 6797653575. The request is to rezone th
property from R-40 and RA (Residential) to RM-CZ (Residential Mixed — Conditional Zoning). The propety
is owned by Gary Loflin, Colonial Charter and RIJM Development.(Tabled from April 18 Council meeting)

Mayor Andrews opened the Public Hearing and askedStimb for comments on this item.
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Mr. Stumb advised Council the current zoning o$ thioperty is RA and R40. The proposed zoningvls R
(residential mixed). This district allows 3 uniter acre for single family homes and allows mutiafly not to
exceed 25% of the entire project. The proposedatifas site is single family and townhomes ordaminiums.
The current zoning allows 40,000 square foot Idtengas the minimum lot size for the proposed zoisirig,000
square feet. The total density for this developnean not exceed 3 units per acre for single famiA and R40
predominately allow single family, and some pulplioject uses such as schools that require a SpggséaPermit.
The proposed zoning is conditional and the propased that are being requested are single familyraniti-family
that will include townhomes and condominiums but mot included apartment development. Total ageefar this
property is 147.75 acres.

A valid Protest Petition was received against tegpiest therefore this request will require a ¥ \adtCity council to
approve this request. With and 8 member Boardt€ésvwill be needed to approve this request.

Council member Talbert asked if the condition fphill sewer taps had been placed on this developnidanager
Bailie advised member Talbert this would be donemvthe subdivision plans were reviewed. Counciininer
Talbert stated that the city was building sewemfiwest to east and the developers put in the sdaetsese
developments. What we are asking is that uplpk tae put in so that the people that live uphdhirthis
development can tap onto those sewer lines indthyghe developer. Manager Bailie advised Coumeimber
Talbert that he could ask that this requirementnbee a condition of this rezoning. Member Talls&ted that this
should be made a conditioning of the rezoning.

Speaking For:
Hubert Leonard, 705 Nance Drive, ThomasvilleMr. Leonard advised Council his purpose was tio ¢diGary

Loflin’s character and quality of buildings that beilds. Steeplegate is a shinning light for tbenmunity.

Priscilla Swaim, 302 Freemont Drive, Thomasville: Ms. Swaim disatsher development (Breckenridge) that was
developed by Mr. Loflin and agreed with Mr. Leodiarstatement concerning the outstanding qualityisf
development. She discussed her experience with.ddiin and stated that Mr. Loflin has been horeestl accessible
and responded to my questions quickly during thkgimg process of my home. She discussed thediner new
home and the quality of life that she had expegdrgince moving to this area.

Mike Collins, 4355 Collett Farm Ra Mr. Collins echoed some of the other commentseramhcerning Mr. Loflin
and discussed Mr. Loflin’s efforts to clean up prdp. He also discussed Mr. Loflin’s assistancehwhe North
Carolina DOT to get the state to take this roadbtheir frozen list for improvements or repairsie discussed the
location of the proposed development in locatiohitoproperty which was across the street fronphiperty. He
advised Council that he was 100% in favor of tlagselopment and believed Mr. Loflin would build sdirag that
would be an asset to Trinity.

Rachel Slate, 3626 Steeplegate DriveMs. Slate discussed her move to the Steeplegatenunity that was
developed by Mr. Loflin and discussed the qualftdistinction she had found in her home. She dised her
experiences with Mr. Loflin and discussed her fegdiof approval for development by Mr. Loflin. Sed that this
development would play a part of getting more vigibto the City of Trinity that could help brinmore shopping,
restaurants, etc. to the City.

Todd White, 6999 Winners Circle:Mr. White reiterated comments about Mr. Loflin.wias his opinion that Mr.
Loflin’s projects are supreme and detailed. Hetfés type of project would bring a quality to ity that will make
residents proud to live here.

Troy Bowman 4599 Collett Farm Rd: Mr. Bowman stated that his property was surr@ghdn 3 sides by this
development. He discussed the history for thiperty and the fact that it had been used illegadlya city dump by
people. He discussed Mr. Loflin’s efforts to claanthis property. He also discussed the vistwnTTinity. It was
his opinion that vision requires growth and newalegment. This growth and development will adddakars and
much needed revenue in the City. He asked Cotmaitcept the challenge of this growth and to aypthis
rezoning request.

Gary Loflin - 7229 Bridlewood Dr.; Mr. Loflin discussed trees and environment drelimportant role that they
played. He discussed the property he purchasedsthaw the Steeplegate Subdivision and the faatat the time
he purchased this property there were no tree=epfigate now has thousands of trees and 9 sedmkestwhere
there were none. These lakes purify the waterpaotkct our natural resources. The State mandatedopment to
protect the environment. He discussed propertyeslland quality, and water quality issues and tiasv
development would increase property values andeptdhe land and water quality in this area. Hewssed his
thoughts on the City of Trinity in comparison toew born and asked that Council support his request

Speaking in Opposition

Terry Riddick 4194 Oak Haven Drive, Trinity; Mr . Riddick discussed the meeting in 1995 when the ci
incorporated. He discussed the request from MililLand his opinion concerning this request. We a a stage of
negotiation and each side must determine whataheywvilling to do. Mr. Loflin has asked for 3 hessper acre.

Page 6 of 12



The residents would like to know what you are wilito trade in order to accommodate a higher densit
development, if you know the direction that thidl vead the City, and how you are going to get ¢her

Marcia Riddick, 7125 Turnpike Rd: Ms. Riddick discussed her feelings on this retjaad asked that Council cast
6 no votes. Our primary position has not beenrejahe townhomes. However we are against 3 hperweacre.

She asked Council to consider this request andisgd the letters and opposition voiced concerthiisgproject.

This project will generate approximatél®0 new families and 2,100 new residents. Thikiwilurn generate
approximately 1,400 additional cars and bottleregkif traffic. She discussed the limited cityowses along with
the possibility that Trinity will have to increatsxes to provide money for support of these chan@é® discussed
the residents desire to see infrastructure growtlitlvas her opinion that this could be done Withomes per acre
rather than 3. She asked that Council membersosuhe voters.

Timothy Scott Riddick, 241 Council Ridge Drive, Winston:Mr. Riddick reiterated some of the earlier commsent
made in opposition to this development. While fzeswot opposed to growth in Trinity it was his dpinthat the
best use for this property is residential, howéhefelt 3 homes per acre was too much. He disdusisdeelings
concerning the higher density development andewbirfgs that it will require more than this Cityngarovide such as
fire and police protection. He also discussedleethat the City did not currently have a stdigision to keep the
streets maintained and how the increased trafficrasidents would play a part in all of these tking

Karen Riddick: Ms. Riddick read a statement on behalf of her garelmcluded in the statement was the reasons
they felt Trinity Incorporated and how this deveaimgnt with 3 units per acre will eliminate child gagrand the
peacefully way of life currently experienced infity will be impacted if approved. Also includedr concerns
about water runoff, and traffic.

Martha Ogle, Hopewell Church Road:Ms. Ogle expressed her concerns about the aliliprdvide law
enforcement for the increase in population.

Charles Riddick- 5006 Westhaven Lane:Mr. Riddick stated he was not opposed to devetogirn Trinity but was
opposed to the density that would be allowed & firioject was approved. He stated that he wasppsed to Mr.
Loflin’s vision but that the residents in this atesd a smaller vision. The residents understaaahéed for taxes, but
the residents would like to maintain the tradittbat is currently enjoyed in Trinity.

Mark Akerman, 6832 Colonial Club Drive: Mr. Akerman stated he was opposed to this prdgecll valid reasons
including the density issue. The City needs toagima manner that is right. He expressed his eorgcthat the
quality of life now enjoyed by Trinity residentsrche changed by 8 people. He asked Council totstayto the
Vision of Trinity.

At this time, Mayor Andrews closed the Public Hagrand called for staff recommendation.

Staff Recommendation: Mr. Stumb advised council that the Planning Baaembmmended 7 to 0 at their March
meeting to recommend approval of this requestff 8tees recommend approval of rezoning this properRM 3
units per acre.

Discussion from Council:

Council member Reddick discussed here resident¢tiginvay 62. She discussed the 4 lane roads indsleh If we
put this many cars on 62 we will have problemse 8iscussed the earlier denial (second vote) beaafusaffic. |
have no problem with what Mr. Loflin builds, butld have a problem with 3 houses per acre.

Council member Labonte discussed the time lengtheproposed project and the fact that the inegeasffic count
of 700 cars will not happen tomorrow and will prolyabe over the next 10 years. He discussed lper@gnce with
traffic on Highway 62 on a daily basis and did feal that it was bad. Traffic is something Coumeih not control.
Traffic will happen and take place. He discussisddrmer residence that was located on WelborrdRibactly in
front of the school and how he still visits thigaito check the traffic flow.

Council member Talbert discussed R-12 Zoning alredidwed in the City Ordinance that allows 3 hauper acre.
The request we are considering for Mr. Loflin i new. We have already approved one (1) very ldsyelopment
on the other side of Colonial Heights. This is ex&ctly new and not such a disaster.

Motion by Council member Ewings to approve the regtias recommended by staff, seconded by Counaihbes
Talbert and approved 6 to 2 with Council membersd@ik and Bridges voting Nay. The recommendation to add
the condition that the developer install uphill taps that would allow the people that live uphill from this devel opment
to tap onto those sewer lines installed by the developer was not agreed upon and therefore not added as a condition to
thisrequest.)

10. Rezoning request #206-04, to rezone property locad at Welborn and Finch Farm roads, further
identified as Randolph County tax parcel numbers 897412387 and 6797613814. The request is to
rezone the property from RA (Residential Agricultural) to HC (Highway Commercial). The property
is owned by A.L. Honbarrier.
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Mayor Andrews opened this item and advised Couhall staff had requested this item be tabled astit month.

Motion by Council member Brown to table this requemtil next month seconded by Council member Tatbe
and approved unanimously.

11. Text amendments to the Zoning Ordinance concerninthe use of nonconforming lots and lots of
record.
Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned discusgicer to Mr. Stumb.

Mr. Stumb discussed the sections of the Zoning\@atershed Ordinances that contradict each otharernimg lots
of record. In the first paragraph of Article V,cien 5-3 a lot of record may be used with theasge of a variance.
In Article 1X, Section 9-2 Nonconforming Lots of Rard, a lot of record may be used if the setbackkhkaffering
requirements for the zoning district in which tbeik located can be met. Section 302 of the VBhtzt Ordinance
allows the use of nonconforming lots with no vacen

In the same sections of the Zoning Ordinance tisea@other conflict in language. One section nexguiots of record
to be combined if there are two or more lots tlahdt meet the minimum requirements of the zonisyidt they are
in. However in another section, lots of recoréoy size can be used if they are able to meettiask and
buffering requirements of the zoning district inielhthey are located.

After discussion at the Planning/Zoning Meeting #melPre-Agenda Meeting of Council it was the cosss that
there was no need for a variance for lots of recmidss the set backs or buffering can not be mké second
guestion concerning the multiple lots of record aod to treat them were also discussed. My detetitn
concerning direction from the Council in the sitaatwhere multiple lots exist was not to necesgambine the
lots but to make sure they conform to the neighbodhthey are located in. Multiple lots need tofoom to the lot
size, and similar construction (to surrounding hbigrhood) same construction such as brick or \ofiyhe
neighborhood. If someone does not agree theiradpyi# go before to the City Council rather thdaretBoard of
Adjustments.

Council member Talbert discussed the importanaeaking applicants conform to the setback and #enkss of the
development. You would not want to have someoirielibg 50 feet in front of you on an adjoining lot.

After further discussion between Mr. Stumb and @ilumembers, Manager Bailie asked Council it thented to let
the setbacks dictate whether the lot was develepabdlid they want to require a recombination ¢f la single
ownership to conform with the general lot sizehia heighborhoods? If you let the setbacks dictdietier the lot is
developable there may be 10,000 square foot lasnieighborhood where the lot size is 20,000 sqieatdots. Is
this 0.k. or do you want lot size to also confomitte neighborhood?

After discussionCouncil member Meredith made a motion that Counpgss this with the stipulation that the lots
conform to the neighborhood if there is enough Idts conform. If not if the developer can meet thetbacks they
be allowed to build upon the lots, and that the hesnconform to the neighborhood that they are loahia with
regards to appearance, seconded by Council memb&tdeés. Prior to the vote, because the Public Conmisehad
not been heard, Council member Meredith withdrevshmotion and Council member Bridges withdrew her
second.

At this time Mayor Andrews opened the Public Hegutim anyone wishing to speak in favor of the tereadment
changes.

Speaking in favor of the text amendment changes:

Terry Nall, 6969 Weant Road Archdale:Mr. Nall advised Council that he had built houseséveral cities as well
as counties. If I go into an area and homes ailedsu50 foot lots that conforms these entitidswalme to develop
the smaller lots as long as | meet the setbaclesdistussed lots that he owned in the Colonial ktsignd the fact
that all of them were not 200 feet. | believe tbstrictions are that there must be 4 consecutitgetd be built upon.
There is nothing wrong with this type of developmedust because someone owns 4 lots and theatremehomes in
the development that are built upon 50 foot lads Inot think that you should have to recombine &kethese lots
100 foot lots. 1 believe that a subdivision sushCmlonial Heights have restrictions placed onlobethat were
recorded. The deed restrictions should superseglether stipulations.
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Manager Bailie advised Council that the way theirgmfficer was presenting this was the call onfoamity would
be made by the Zoning Administrator but if the @it had issues with the determination made theyldvcome to
the Council with an appeal.

Speaking Against:
None

At this time Mayor Andrews closed the Public Hegrin

Mr. McNeill, City Engineer, Manager Bailie, Mr. Stib, Attorney Wilhoit, and Council members discussetller
lots of record being owned by 1 owner that creatémtge parcel that could be looked at as a minbdisision and if
Council was considering to allow the owner to bl ab build 5 homes on his property because ihis @) parcel.
Also discussed was what constituted a minor subidiriin this case, how road frontage may play &ipahis
decision, and when the lots needed to be combiAdézb discussed was the clarification between AtgrWilhoit
and Council that to allow development on thesedotdd create smaller lots in the city. Councilmhers stated that
was the reason the requirements that the setbackebwas included. Attorney Wilhoit also discusséth Council
the possible problems that may arise by allowing @) member of city staff to make an arbitraryisien
concerning whether the proposed development fitiih the neighborhood. This could be consideresiitgjective.

After extensive discussion concerning how setbaokdd be used as well as the combination of thdlemiats, and
who enforces the conformance of standa@sjncil member Brown made a motion to table thierit to allow the
staff, engineer, and Attorney Wilhoit to exploredtoptions available, seconded by Council member bath and
approved 6 to 2 with Council members Bridges andigiek voting Nay.

Council member Reddick discussed the confusion over thisissue at the Pre-Agenda and her vote not to put thisitem
on the Regular Meeting Agenda. That iswhy | voted nay during this vote

Unfinished Business

12. Text amendments to Zoning and Subdivision ordences concerning agricultural uses.
(Tabled from March 21 Council meeting; Public Heisig was held at that time)

Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned discussir to Mr. Stumb.
Mr. Stumb discussed the progressive approach taikeine Planning Board concerning this request. Hlaaning

Board recommended dividing agriculture uses inite@s (Field crops and Keeping of Livestock) witle following
recommendations.

Field Crops

1. Field crops to be allowed in all zoning district

2. Require new lots in the Residential Agricultureto be 5 acres or more

3. Rezone parcels in RA Zoning District that was ks than 5 acres to a R40 Zoning District..

4 Move the effective date back and make this retextive to the end on this year., After investigatio it

was determined that this recommendation could ndbve done.

That the fencing associated with the keeping tifestock meets the setbacks of 10 feet (sides) anfeet

from the rear.

6. To require a zoning permit for the fencing. Apermit is already required for any building associded
with livestock.

o

Since Tuesday’s Meeting the items listed below arehat | believe are Council’s interest on this item.

1. Field crops to be allowed in all zoning districg.

2. Livestock Allowed only in the RA Zoning district (eliminate this from the R12, R20 and R40, Zoning
Districts moving forward)

3. Minimum lot sized for RA will be 5 acres for newlots (existing lot sizes less than 5 acres or outside the

RA Zoning District would continue only for thediof the animal

Council members and Mr. Stumb discussed earlievasation concerning rezoning of property and #ut that
Council has never rezoned property unless the othieenselves asked for it. Mr. Stumb advised Cduhat it was
the Planning Board recommendation to require regpan any property currently zoned RA that was tbas 5
acres to R40.
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There was discussion concerning how much propertlyé city was zoned RA and consisted of less thacres. Mr.
Stumb advised Council that there were 166 lots dd® with less than 5 acres.

Council Meredith discussed his feelings conceritiregrezoning of property. It was his feelings thiadperty should
only be rezoned when requested by the owners atdhby should not be bothered about their animals.

At this time Council member Meredith made a motiant to pass on any of this, to deny the proposediAg Text
Amendments, seconded by Council member Brown.

There was further discussion prior to the voteur@il member Brown discussed his earlier convesgatiith
Randolph County concerning their requirements farz®ning. The county requires 40,000 square fed¢his
zoning.

After further discussion, the vote to deny the Poged Zoning Text Amendments was 2 Aye, and 6 Nak wi
Council members Meredith and Brown voting Aye. _&motion to deny failed.

There was further discussion among Council memb@mserning the persons who signed the petitionhawdthe
proposed text amendments would affect them.

Manager Bailie advised Council that everything added in the petition had already been removedéd&iaight
because of the revisions. Everything that wasdigh the petition has been removed. There imanggermit that
would be required for buildings for barns or acoegdbuildings.

After further discussiorCouncil member Talbert made a motion to allow litesk only in the RA Zoning District.
There was no second to Council member Talbert’'s imottherefore the motion died on the floor.

Council member Bridges made a motion to restriatdstock to the RA Zoning with a minimum lot size ®hcres,
seconded by Council member Talbert.

Prior to the vote, Council member Ewings asked hug/affected the existing residents with animalayor
Andrews stated it did not affect existing resideattall. All residents who have animals will bagdfathered.

The vote was 3 Aye and 5 Nay with Council membersi@es, Reddick, and Talbert voting Aye. The matiwas
denied.

Council member Lambeth made a motion to restristdstock to RA Zoning with a minimum lot size of 2Jacres
from this point forward, seconded by Council memk#ridges and approved 7 to 1 with Council membeeddith
voting Nay.

(A previous motion made by Council member Lambeith seconded by Council member Reddick was nevedact
upon)

New Business

13. Presentation of proposed budget for Fiscal Ye&006 — 2007 (Ann Bailie, City Manager)
Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned discussi@r to Manager Bailie.

Manager Bailie read the City Managers Budget Mesgatiached) with Highlights listed below.
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The proposed budget for the 2006-2007 fiscal y&&Ri861,295, a decrease of forty five percent (&%
$2,296,275 compared to the current budget as ard€f#@e861,295/FY 06-07 v. $5,157,570/FY05-06).
The decrease is due primarily to the near compliatfche Local Sewer Capital Project, also knowthas
Colonial Heights project.

The budget includes proposed revenues and expesslitor the General Fund, the Sewer Fund, the
Colonial Heights project fund, the Parks and Re@ad-und as well as the direction of seventy-five
percent of the City’s projected sales tax reveoufé Grant/Bond Capital Project Fund to help may f
sewer extensions (Phases 2 — 5). A summary of vegeand expenditures for capital projects Sewesdha
1 - Phase 5 and the CDBG Darr Rd. project is agthch

GENERAL FUND

The proposed General Fund budget is forty-four gretr¢44%) less than the current budget as amended o
$1,038,211. ($2,362,795/FY 06-07 v. $3,401,006/F@6%R This is primarily attributable to the near
completion of the Colonial Heights sewer projedr the second consecutive year, seventy-five percen
(75%) of projected sales tax revenue is proposée teestricted to pay costs and debt service oersew
projects Phases 2 — 5. City officials have gengradreed and City residents expect that costs edsdc

with these projects will be met in this manner eatthan through increased property taxes. The atafun
sales tax directed to the Grant/Bond Capital Ptdjead in this budget is $848,250.

Transfers from the General Fund total:
= $ 230,000 to the Colonial Heights Sewer Projectd-un
L] 87,425 to the Sewer Fund; and
L] 848,250 to the Grant/Bond Capital Project FuorcsEwer phases 2-5
L] 17,5000 the Parks and Recreation Fund
$ 1,183,175 Total transfers from General Fund

Forty-six percent (46%) of the budget relates diygio building and operating the sewer system.

Programs
Many of the programs currently budgeted are indudethe proposed budget, although some have been

modified or enhanced. New ones have been added:

1. Law Enforcement.The Randolph County Sheriff's Department has preg@ssigning a
deputy to patrol Trinity at a cost of $17/hour.llrded in this budget is $50,000 to pay for law
enforcement within the City limits at the rate gt (8) hours/day; seven (7) days/week. Hours
would be staggered and schedules matched to tlis né¢he City. Sheriff Hurley has agreed to
provide Trinity a report on crime patterns withiretCity to assist with scheduling. As growth in
the City occurs, law enforcement will quickly becom priority.

2. Solid Waste City Haul continues to be, arguably, the City’s togpular program.

Preliminary reports show that the program just érglepassed the previous six-day event. The
program is currently underfunded at $25,000. Tlop@sed budget increases funding to $40,000
and includes funds make improvements to the reuydite.

2. Land Development PlanningCity officials appropriated funds for the landeyslan which is
currently in draft format. A city wide meeting whsld last December to give residents the
opportunity to tell City officials what they likeahd disliked about Trinity and what they wanted
in the future. This information was compiled inke tdraft report which was presented to City
officials last week. It will be presented to Cigsidents on June 8. Once approved, the plan will
be a visual guide for growth. It will allow residsnproperty owners and developers to see where
the City expects development and what kind it wants

Approximately $40,000 is proposed to continue piagror growth through development of a

small area plan. This could be a site plan for-oitsned property or for some other area identified
The proposed budget for 2006-2007 is $2,861,29%caease of 45% or $2,296,275 compared to therdurtelget.
This decrease is primarily due to the near congnetif the Colonial Heights project.

At the conclusion of the Budget Messa@euncil member Meredith made a motion to add thedget to the

May 30, 2006 Special Called Meeting, seconded byr@d member Lambeth and approved unanimously by al
Council members present.
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14. Resolution in Support of the 2006 Clean Water d&hd

Mayor Andrews opened this item and advised Cowsupbort for this item had been requested for altlomibond in
the 2006 Session to fund construction and repaivatér/sewer and stormwater facilities and to dgvel plan for
sustained funding.

Motion by Council member Brown to approve the Rasgain in support of the 2006 Clean Water Bond secdkexl
by Edith Reddick and approved 7 to 1 with Counciémber Bridges voting Nay.

15. Re-adoption of Fair Housing Resolution, a conditiorof the Darr Rd. Community Development Block
Grant

Motion by Council member Ewings to accept the reegtion of the Fair Housing Resolution seconded bp@cil

member Talbert and approved unanimously by all Cairmembers present.

16. Authorization for City Hall Improvements
Motion by Council member Bridges to approve expendes of $10,000.00, seconded by Council membernigwi
and approved 7 to 1 with Council member Meredithting Nay.

Business and Closing Comments from Mayor and Counci
Council member Reddick stated that she would likeete the Booster Club and the Friends of Trithignked for
their work at City Haul. Their efforts were appieged by Council.

Business from City Manager
None

Adjournment

With no other business to discuss, motion by Colimeember Ewings to adjourn the May 16, 2006 Regular
Meeting , seconded by Council member Meredith aqbeoved unanimously by all Council members present.

These minutes were approved by the Trinity City Coucil at their Regularly Scheduled Meeting held on Une
20, 2006 upon motion by Council member Brown, secded by Council member Ewings, and approved
unanimously by all Council members present.
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